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comparable in character to the older parties. It put itself
upon a frankly Socialist basis. It did not, indeed, either
in its Government of 1924 or that of 1929, have the
courage to experiment with its principles. But, at least, it
showed in 1931 that it was not prepared to abandon them;
and, rightly or wrongly, the history of Europe and
America in the years since then has persuaded it ,that it
was not mistaken in refusing that betrayal. The result of
this evolution, accordingly, has been to make the economic
constitution of society the pivot of party difference. It is
upon that axis that all future discussion is, granted the
parliamentary system, to revolve.
But the startling result of this evolution is its effect upon
the older parties. This may best be put briefly by saying
that it has, for all major purposes, compelled their
consolidation. The formation of the National Government
in 1931 was a real turning-point in the history of British
political parties. Announced as a purely temporary
alliance—its Prime Minister spoke of it as likely to last
only a few weeks—it has developed into a permanent
coalition. There is nothing to distinguish the partners
from one.another, and the real basis of their unity is their
common front against the implications of a Socialist
programme. That hostility, indeed, they even share with
the Opposition Liberals who, free trade apart, would find
no major principles of differentiation separating them
from the National Government. The effective choice for
the British voter to-day depends, on any realist view, upon
whether he is for or against the Socialist transformation of
the economic basis of our society.
The true inference from this is implicit both in Bage-
hot's analysis and in Lord Balfour's comment upon its
implications. It is that, since 1689, we have had, for all
effective purposes, a single party in control of the State.
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